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REPEATED FOR INFORMATION TO ANMAN, BEIRUT, CAIRO, MOSCOW. 
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/ i - 
MY IMMEDIATELY PRECEDING TELEGRAM. / ng’ 


IT 1S OBVIOUS FROM ALL OUR CONVERSATIONS THAT THERE 1S A GOOD DEAL 


7 


OF APPREHENSION HERE AT THE LATEST SOVIET MOVES. INDEED SOME PEOPLE 
SAY THAT THEY HAVE NEVER KNOWN INFORMED ISRAEL! OPINION SO WORRIED. 
OTHERS, WHILE ADMITTING THAT THE SITUATION 1S ALARMING, POINT OUT 
THAT |SRAEL HAS BEEN THROUGH A SIMILAR WAR OF NERVES SEVERAL TIMES 


BEFORE. 


2. 1N THE ATTEMPT TO ANALYSE SOVIET MOTIVES, APART FROM THE 


THEORY, WHICH MR. EBAN MENTIONED TO ME, THAT THE RUSSIANS MAY BE 


[> 
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TRYING TO FREE THE SUEZ CANAL AND PUSH THE ISRAELIS OFF ITS EASTERN 
BANK, THERE SEEM TO BE THREE MAIN EXPLANATIONS ADVANCED FOR THE 
LATEST SOVIET MOVES 
(A) mis MAY EE ONE OF A SERIES CF RUSSIAN 
ATTEMPTS TO ESTABLISH POSITIONS OF STRENGTH 
ARCUND THE WORLD BEFORE HAKING A REAL 
EFFORT FOR DETENTE WITH THE UNITED STATES, AT A TIME 
WHEN THE AMERICANS ARE ALSO TRYING TO ESTABLISH SIMILAR 
POSITIONS OF STRENGTH. 
(B) ALTERNATIVELY, THE RUSSIANS MAY GENUINELY HAVE IT IN MIND 


TO PURSUE THE SEARCH FOR A MIDDLE EAST SETTLEMENT BUT WANT 


TO SET THE SCENE FOR THIS AS FAVOURABLY AS POSSIBLE 
BY FIRST STRENGTHENING THEIR POSITION ON THE GROUND. 


(C) ON THE OTHER HAND THEY MAY THINK THAT THEY HAVE TO RESPOND 
TO EGYPTIAN PRESSURE AND GIVE PRESIDENT NASSER A MILITARY 


VICTORY IN THE CANAL AREA. 


ae RORAVE BEEN TOLD ON GOOD AUTHORITY THAT THE PREVAILING VIEW 
IN GOVERNMENT CIRCLES 1S THAT (C) 1S THE MOST LIKELY ANSWER. THIS 
1S OF COURSE THE MOST DANGEROUS PROSPECT PARTICULARLY BECAUSE IT IS 
NOT CLEAR HOW FAR THE RUSSIANS CAN BE EXPECTED TO GO. WILL THEY, 
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FOR EXAMPLE, STOP AT REMOVING ISRAELI AIR SUPREMACY Ih THE CANAL 
ZONE ? IF SO, WILL THIS, AS SEEMS TC BE THE PREVAILING MILITARY 
OPINION HERE, MAKE THE ISRAELI POSITION ON THE CANAL ITSELF UNDER 
THE FIRE CF THE EGYPTIAN GUNS UNTENABLE ? IN THAT CASE, WILL THE 
RUSSIANS UNLEASH AN EGYPTIAN CFFENSIVE ACSOSS THE CANAL AND INTO 
SINAL ? 

a Ik THIS SITUATION, THE ISRAELIS ARE NOT COMMITTING 
THEMSELVES AS TO WHAT THEY THEMSELVES WILL DO IN THE MILITARY 
FIELD, ALTHOUGH THEY CONTINUE TO SAY THAT THEY HAVE NC CHOICE 

BUT TO DEFEND THE CANAL ZOKE. 

EUT IT $S OLVIGUS THAT THEY ARE PINNING GREAT HOPES ON THE 
AMERICANS AND, AT LEAST ON THE SURFACE, TAKING COMFORT FROM 
PRESIDENT NIXON'S REMARKS LAST WEEK. 

RAFAEL TOLD ME ON SATURDAY NIGHT AT THE 

U.S. EMBASSY THAT UP TO THE TIME OF PRESIDENT NIXON’S PRESS CONFER 
ENCE PEOPLE HERE HAD BEEN VERY WORRIED AND THE PRIME MINISTER 


CONFIRMED TO ME LATER THAT SHE HAD BEEN HAVING A WORRYING TIME BUT 


THAT THE PRESIDENT’S REMARKS WERE ENCOURAGING. 


5. AS YOU WILL HAVE SEEN FROM MY IMMEDIATELY PRECEDING’ TELEGRAM, 


MR. EBAN 1S PUTTING THE BEST CONSTRUCTION HE CAN ON THE PRESIDENT’S 


/ REMARKS 
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REMARKS AS A DELIBERATE RESPONSE TO SCVIET MOVES, AND THIS 1S te® 
OF OFFICIALS WITH WHOM 1 HAVE ALSC SPOKEN. THEY POINT CUT, FOR 
EXAMPLE, THAT THERE HAS BEEN NURTORLET NO OPPCSITION IN TKE UNITED: 
STATES to PRESIDENT NIXON'S IMPLIED NEW COMMITTMENT, ono FROM 
THE YOUNG, THE EXTREME LEFT, THE ACADEMICS OR THE SENATE (ALTHOUGH 
§ SEE THAT SENATOR FULBRIGHT 1S NOw REPORTED AS SAYING THAT VIET 


NAM 1S STILL THE FIRST PRIORITY). 


6, NEVERTHELESS, DESPITE THE BRAVE TALK, {| THINK THERE IS A GENERAL 
REALISATION THAT SO FAR AT ANY RATE THE AMERICANS HAVE ONLY REACHEL 
THE STAGE OF TRYING TO DETER THE FUSSIANS BY DIPLOMATIC MEANS AND 
THAT IF THE DETERRENT DOES NOT WORK THE CONSEQUENCES CCULD BE 
EXTREWELY SERICUS. THIS 1S CNE OF THE REASONS VEY THEY LOOK TO OTHER 


FRIENDLY WESTERN POWERS TO REINFORCE THE DETERRENT. 


FCO PASS TO WASHINGTON, PARIS, UKNIS NEW YORK. 


MR. BARNES 
[REPEATED AS REQUESTED] 
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FOLLOWING THE DAILY EXPRESS STORY LAST WEDNESDAY ABOUT 

A CLASH BETWEEN SOVIET-MANNED FIGHTERS AND TWO ISRAELI SKY~ 

HAWKS OVER THE CANAL, THE ISRAEL AUTHORITIES DENIED THAT ANY 

OF THEIR AIRCRAFT HAD BEEN SHOT DOWN, WHEN | ASKED AVNER ~ 

ABOUT THIS YESTERDAY HE SAID THAT HE DOUBTED IF ANYONE ON THE 


ISRAEL} SIDE KNEW FOR CERTAIN WHETHER THESE PILOTS WERE RUSSIAN. 


2. DeAe HAS HOWEVER BEEN TOLD BY THE CHIEF INTELLIGENCE OFFICER 
OF THE }SRAEL AIR FORCE THAT THE FOUR MIG21S SHOT DOWN YESTERDAY 
(DA’S TELEGRAM NO FOH 31098352 JULY SAVING) WERE CERTAINLY 
SOVIET-MANNED. TWO MIRAGE PHOTOGRAPHIC RECONNAISSSANCE AIR= 
CRAFT, ESCORTED BY TWO INTERCEPTOR MIRAGES, WERE FLYING 

SOUTH TO NORTH OVER THE WESTERN COAST OF THE GULF OF SUEZ, 

WHEN THEY WERE ATTACKED LY FOUR MIG 21S, THE MIGS APPEARED 
SUDDENLY FROM BELOW, GIVING THE §SRAELI CONTROLLERS NO TIME 

TO RECALL THEIR AIRCRAFT EASTWARDS BEFORE A DOGFIGHT DEVELOPED, 
TWO 1 SRAELI! PHANTOMS, WHICH HAD BEEN ATTACKING A RADAR SITE 
NEARBY, CAME IN TO ASSIST AFTER FOUR OTHER MIGS JOINED THE 
BATTLE. OF THE TOTAL OF EIGHT MIGS INVOLVED, FOUR WERE SHOT, 
DOWN. SHORTLY AFTERWARDS ANOTHER TWELVE MIGS APPEARED 

ON THE SCENE, BUT TOO LATE TO ENGAGE THE ISRAELI AIRCRAFT.” | 


' ° 
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38 ASKED WHY HE WAS SO SURE THAT THE MIGS WERE RUSS] AN= 
MANNED, THE CHIEF INTELLIGENCE OFFICER SAID THAT. THEY HAD 
POSITIVE VOICE IDENTIFICATION OF ALL EIGHT MIGS INVOLVED IN 
THE DOG-FIGHT AND BELIEVED THAT THE OTHER TWELVE WERE ALSO 
RUSSIAN, MOREOVER, THE EIGHT MIGS ENGAGED HAD ACTED IN A 
MUCH MORE AGGRESSIVE WAY THAN ECYPTIAT PILOTS, EVER THOUGH IN 
THEIR BATTLE TACTICS THEY APPEARED TO BE NO MORE SKILLFUL 
THAN THE EGYPTIANS, 


4, D.eAs WAS TOLD THAT THE ISRAELIS DO NOT INTEND TO REVEAL 
THEIR INFORMATION ABOUT THE IDENTITY OF THE MIG PILOTS, BUT THE 
AFTERNOON PRESS HERE HAS ALREADY REPORTED THAT FOREIGN 
“EQRRESPGNDENTS ARE ASSUMING THAT THE PILOTS WERE RUSSIAN, 


Se IN RETROSPECT THE SIGNS OF AN AIR FORCE ALERT, INCLUDING 
A SOUTHWARD MOVE OF AIRCRAFT FROM RAMAT DAVID (EAST OF HAIFA), 
WHICH 1 MENTIONED IN MY TELEGRAM NO 678, MAY HAVE BEEN IN 
RESPONSE TO LAST SATURDAY’S INCIDENT WHEN SUSPECTED 

RUSSIAN PILOTS WERE THOUGHT TO HAVE CHASED TWO SKYHAWKS 

EAST OF THE CANAL INTO SINAI. 


FCO PLEASE PASS FLASH TO DEFENCE COMCEN AND IMMEDIATE TO WASH= 
INGTON, 2 ; 

DEFENCE COMCEN PLEASE PASS FLASH TO MODUK DI4 AND 

IMMEDIATE TO JI SNE. 


Mr. FOSTER. (REPFATED AS REQUESTED] 
(SENT TO D.C.C.] 
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Maariv Telaviv from finklestone London For Zak Denis Healay one 


The extent of Russian involvement in the Middle East conflict would depend in some 
degree on Israeli actions, 
Thia was ono of the stark warnings givon by Britain's redoubtable Defence 
Secroretary, Mr Denis Hooloy, in an exclusive interviow with ma for 
Maavtive 
In thio frank and revealing interview which laste ps an hour during his 
buny day ot the Ministry of Dofence in Whi tehaldjaleo G{nri fica British defence 
thinking about the presence of the Russians in the Middle East and their great 
vulnerability in timo of conflict with the Westorn Powers{ He also made 
a vital statement about Isracl's securitye] 
Denis He,ley io a unique figure in British politics today, He has been the 
Defenca Secretary for over five years and is anxmrka acknowledged master of his 
intricate post, There has never been a Lahour Dofonce Secrotary who knew 80 much 
more than his critics, Consorvatives in the past of ton an cnorsnd victors in their 
clashes with Labour Defence Ministors becguse they had so much/exporinnce of the subject 
than ho, The opposite is tho care with Donis Healey. In Parlipment he brushes aside 
hin oritico in mattors of dotnail.. Ho is known for his phonominal momory . Probably 
for this reason hio critico in Parlinmont are particularly bitter an they foe 


both frustrated and outmanoovrod.' ; 
This does not mean of course that all the Policies he defends and expounds are 


infaljibly right.’ Im many British hearts teven within his own Defence Ministry # 

there are pangs of rogret at the decision to withiraw from East of Suez and from the 
Pernian Gulf,’ Even Prime Miniotor Harold Wilson was one of tho very last to be 
reluctpntly pernuaded that a British withdrawal from East of Suez was a right 

policy to follow in view of Communist encroechments,' Pekhaps now the doubts are 
being redoubled but no men can dofend this policy with more conviction, 

Ao on MP for a Loodn,, constituency , Denis Henloy has mux numerous Jowish | 
constituents, nonrlyfof thom pacoionatoly devoted to the cause of Isracl « But this has 
not affected his thinking about Isracl and the Middle Kast. In fact there were times whe n 

ho wan inclwled among thoso Labour Ministers who wore somewhat neutral on tho question of 
Arnbo ani Inraclis . Since thon he is believed to have warmed to the Ioravli cause and’ 
wan in favour,xx 50 Jt is onid, of selling the Chieftain tanks to Iorael. But if so this 

wan not a mattor of sentiment but of hard thinking and careful weighing of the : 
principles and nondo involvode 

With hie bushy eyobrowa this themgk tough Mininter Jocks much younger even than his +. 

52 yonrs, Io is a masnivo figure and one can dimaginoyin the ring days ee) his 
opponinto, In fact during our convernations he playfully took up nists posture in © 
pure pugt pugilistic fyshion end & almost expoot a Str,ight left from him any crconde 


More 
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Maariv Telaviv from finklestone London for Zak Denis Healey 

With a xinkite twinkle in hiv eye he warned mo before wo aturted the interview 

in tho presonce of two of his officinln , who cnrefully recorded the conversation, that’ 
he could not refer to the Ch'eft ins iosue, Iiqater he alno refused to make any 

commonta on other points but tho answers which he did give provided a fascinating 
picture of his thinking/and of the attitude of the British defence cniefed 

What , I anked him, wao the British Govornmont's military assessment of the 

proaaent rolo of the Ruasians in tho Middle Kast? 

Quote I think that the increased Russian naval activity in the Mediterranean 

hns both political and military objoctiver, ukx of which the political 

are more important at the moment, I think tho Russians are now learning to use 

o navy in ordor to demonstrate a visible interest in the area so that to 
encourngo their friends and discourgnge their enemies, Britain has used her navy 
in thio way for two centuries, . 

On tho military side tho presence of the Soviet forces in the Mediterrpnean 

does make a marginal complication for the naval operations of the Western fleet 
but I agree very much with what Admiral Maurer, head of the American Navy jthat the 
Sovint fleot would be extremely vulnor fable in an actual var situation, not only 
physically outnumbered by the *leots of Nate countries but also would have no 

air cover at all. Xxrax Whereas the Wostern Powers have the very powerful 
American carriers in the Sixth Fleet and the occasional presence also of British 
carriers and aloo hundrede ofxxezmgx reconqisance and fighter aircraft unquote’ 

Mr Henley refused to give the British estimate of the number of Eussians @ 

inside Egypt — + I hove qn idoa but I do not think I can say + Kopked what he 
thought their role was in Kgypt, Mr Healey remarked 3: 

note I think that they have two sets of roles, The first is to train Egyptians 
service pornonnol in the use of Soviet eynipment. Secondly, to make use ofx@ Egyptian : 
facilities to carry out surveillance of the Nato fleet in the Western Mediterranean a 
and thirdly axx they have recontly sent jm Sam 3 missiles and probably some 

porsonnol to operate thom until the Egyptians are capable of operating them unquote 


Quote Can you sce tho Kussians becoming involved in the Middle East in the mme mae 


way as the Americans have hecome involved in Vietnam and now in Cambodia hunquote I 


ankod¢ 
Henloy replied immediately : Quote I should think it very unlikely that that xxa% should 


happon bocaune I think tho Russians are very ae to risk a direct involvement 


. TT 
jn a military conflict in the Middle East , most of ali, seks was likely to lead 


to n military conflict with tho Unitod States and with Nato Powers. Since the Cuban 
ericin the Ruonians have Jearned of the dangers of exposing themselves militarily 
in an ,roa where thoy have not got direct access, I think a great deal would depend 
on tho ir judgment of likely Iernoli activities unquote 

I rominded Mr Hopley that Mr Moan had maid that the extent of Soviet involvement aout 


in the Middle Kast conflict would depond on tho reactions of the Western Powers, 
-\ lan? sly $b Thttod Staten to the nown that Bussian pilots were flying operationgl 


aie 


Se = oe een 


anriv Tol,viv from finklestone London for Zak Denis Healey 


Mr Henley replicd that it did depend partly on that but the Russian . obligations to the 
oe was similar to the “mericans towards Israol, He added quote 

It is possible to help determino the level of the Russian involvement } wopantace 
unquote 

Nxx¥x Britain's Defence Secretary refused to explain and elucidate further 

what ho he had in mind but I think this answer is a reflection of the 

unhapnineass felt in Whitehall at the deep Israeli raids into Reypt. There is an 
approcintion of the need of the Israelis to attnck the heavy guns and amy 


concentrations near tho Suez Canal but it is _bPo%ns nent ve he attacks deoperxx inside | 


Keypt, including the environs of Cairo are toofgmoxatina to the Russianse 

It in helieved that this point of view has been expressed to the Israeli 
Government by the Britioh Governnent.| The Sritish Covernment have apparently 
pleaded with Israeli Ministers to stop the deep raids and are not happy that this 


: plea has not so far been accepted.’ | 


I anked Mr Henley whether the Russians were supplyiug x the Egyptians with new 
kinds of arms about which nothing has far been said publicly, He replied that he was 
not awaro of ouch supply = not even tho hoavy T-62 tank, Ho recalled with a 

omile a ntory in a Britinh paper that the Israelis had captured such a tank and had 
handed it over to the Britseh. He mado it clear there was no truth in thé story,' | 
Quote I think the ltusoians are anxious not to escnlate the conflict in the 

Middlo Kast unquote said Mr Healoy, Whon I questioned him about the Isracli 
announcement of Rusnian pilots flying operational sorties, Mr Healey replied that 
it was still not clear what the Inrnolis had in mind, It was known the Russians were 
flying tr,ining missions. Thoy also carried out observation flights. The British, he 
made clear, were still trying to find out what the real position was » At the moment 
it neemod os if there had not been any new departure by the Russians, 

End the inerenned Runetan penetration into the Middle Kast not changed the position © 
in regard to British policy to withdrwaw from the Pernian Gulf ani was it stoocctoc 


witx not n mintake to keap to such a policy ? I esked Mr Hoaley, 

The Dafonce Seccetary dismissed this argument summarilye' Quote No,' I think no. Yhe 
Brdtioh military policy had become contra=productive and there is no evidence 
that tho “ommunist movements have crown faster since we decided to leave the 
Gulf unquote 

Was it possible, I asked him noxt, that the Yoviet penetration into the Middle East 
hyvl some connection with tho Russian conflict with China and that the Russians wero 
dimkk 2OORANg for wide expanses 6f territory which might be usefud in a future conflict 


with the “hd nose,’ 
Mr Iepley goid he did not icinkthink this vas a major reason for the Russian sible 


dn the Middle Kast but ho addod Quote Maybe , I don’t know ",! 


Moro ‘ 





_ Moaviv Telaviv from finklestone Iondon for Zak Denis Healey 

\ 
I asked Mr Henley to enlarge on his statement that ox in case of war the Russian 
fleet in the Mediterranean could be destroyed within minutes by the Uxtox Nato pam 
Powerte Did he have in mind the use of nuclear power ? I asked 
“kext The Defence Socretary xuxp roplicd quote I an mot thinking of nuclear powers The 
Russian fleet would be very vulnernble without the use of nuclear forces unquote 
In puroly military terms, I asked Mr Honloy, what are the British Government'n 
estimates of the present strongth of the Israeli forces and the Arab forces and did 
tho British exports foreane a period when tho Arab forces could be equal to the 
Israclis ? . 
To this Mr Ho,loy replied quote I see no military threat £ for Israeli 
survival now or within the noxt few years, Anybody knows it takes a long time © 

to turn the delivery of new equipmont into the creation of an effective military 
forco unquote 
I reminded Mr Healey xhx that he had said that , unlike other Powers (and by this he | 
meant Franco under de “gulle) Britain would fulfill her erms contracts to Israel, What 
about the “hieftains and what about future contracts and would Libya still get 
Chioftains while Israel did not? ! 

Mr Healoy jas ho had warnod me oarlior, left many theso amxumx quostions unanswered » 
excopt to say quickly Quote We have fulfilled the contracts uhg unquote He went on to 
coy that. that the British military sgles were intended to mpintain a military 

balance o in the arene He would ~ —? pe argument that it was essential for peace 
that tho military balance should bo eo in favour of the Israelis for if the balance - 
wan absolutely equal tho Arobo . with thodit eptinis ae ard self~deluding tempermment might F 
bo tompted to launch a full scale attacks’ Quote No & I do not accept that unquote he said,’ 
I pointed out to Mr He,ley that whon British intereate in the Middle East were 

connidornd they wore alwayo secon in oconomic terms = oil and investments, favouring the 
Arnbog ut wor it not a matter of importance that the Wostern Wor}d could in the event of 
a wor with Rusia Mnve a friendly powor like Israel on thtir sido ? 

Tho Defence Seerntary refused to annwer and then said with a loud Igugh Quote I am not sur 
you would like it if I did answer unquote The supreme Britieh interest in the Middle East, he 
added,’ wns achioving a lasting pxexr peace between Jew and ,rab, and this outweighed atrategi 
mad ndvontages or dknmbemtgtaxx dinadvantages. The important thing is to ensure the 
Middle Eant exkx conflict did not lead to war between the great Powers,’ 

Whon I auked Mr Henloy what wore the British estimates of the Isterli capacity to 
produce an ntom bomb? And might a time arrive when there was a xtximeoortxtibo stelema 
nuclear torror in the Middle East just as it existed now between the Russians and tke 
Americans ? 

MoxMalxwoodiexKakx Mr Healey refused to comment about the atom bomb and Israel . He commented 
however that the introduction of nuclear equipment into the Middle East would be 
dnarpymmenax dangerous to poace and dangerous to the survival of the ‘countries within the 
area « Quote I do not think tho amlory of tho, nuclear positiin botween the Soviet 
faverbmient and tho USA dn neeeneyrity cet ak to rolationa . between all countries in the wor 
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Marriv Tolaviv from finklestone London for Zak Denis Healey 


I returned again to the question of the balance of power in the Middle East, pointing 
out thet b y refusing the “nieftain tanks to Israel Britain had clearly taken the 

viow that the pxexext existing balance of power was the right one, But in view of the 
increasing Russian participation on the Egyptian side was not tho balance changing in 
the Heyptian favour and if he saw it changing wouid he not personally favour 

se:-ing that Isracl rocoj.ved the arma sho needod 7 

But Mr Honley mado it clear that in hie view siuk there was no information 
ouggesting without doubt that a change in the p balance of power in the 

Middle Fant wan tnlcing place to the dixutengtx disadvantage of Israel ;'- 


[ of mxy my lant qoustions xyx was : Is there an actual commitment by the British 
Government as stated by Mr Paul Johnson, editor of the New St,tesman, that in the 
finol resort Britain would interfere to stop hex the destruction of Israel -? 
Brit,in's Defence Secrotary replicd? This xx io British policy,’ This had been made 

2 cloar by Tir George Thomson, the Minister of State at the Foreign Office, when he . 
visited Israol , I pressed is pe nity this- statement but he replied Quote I cannot os 
enlario on that unquote 


Nevertheless this io the first time that a Cabinet Minister has specific,lly 
confirmed Mr Paul Johnson 's historic otatononts | ea 


i Fes ENGLAND, | a mTAL 


MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Main Building, Whitehall, Lonpon S.W.1 
Telephone: 01-930 7022, ext. 6599 


Ow : AUS (D. Start)/66 Dye 3s 
tcrtrcaadl 4 May 1970 Wh mnus =. 
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SECRETARY OF STATE'S INTERVIEW WITH MR. JOSEPH fates 
—— ar 
In your absence last Friday I telephoned tee. 
Mr. eoplets to let him know that our Secretary of siweon 
State was due to see Mr. Finklestone that after- 
noon. Your News department was, of course, (<_ 


already aware of the forthcoming interview. 


2. $I now attach a copy of the transcript of 

the interview worked up by Mr. Finklestone into 
the draft of his antiene for his paper, "Maariv". 
Our Secretary of State has asked that the draft 
should be carefully checked both by ourselves and 
by the FCO, and that we should have no hesitation 
in cutting the article about if we think that 
necessary. 


3. We ought to go back to Mr. Finklestone by 
Wednesday of this week. Would you please let me 
have by then your comments on the article in the 
form of proposed alterations and deletions. 


G G Arthur, Esq, CM 
Foreign and vebsimmesith Office 
London, SW.1. 
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Mr. Healey's interview with Mr. Finklestone 
on 1 May 


wee I submit a self explanatory draft reply to Mr. England's 
letter to Mr. Arthur of 4 May. 


Ye —_ 

X (m8? 

(J. P. Tripp), 

Near Eastern Department. 
5 May, 1970. 
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PRIVACY MARKING 


In Confidence 


As Geoffrey Arthur is /jaway, I am answering your 
letter AUS(D. Staff)/66 of/ May about the 
interview whifh Mr. Healey had with Mr. Finklestone 


of “Maariv" o 


We have a@ careful look at the transcript 

which you enclosed with) your letter. We think it 
important that f pagsages should be deleted. 
They are those we ve sidelined and placed in square 


brackets on pages 1 and 5 of the transcript. 


We think it parficularly important that the 


first and fourth of/ these passages should not be 
published. There/is ho British commitment, overt or 
secret, to go to the military assistance of Israel. 


Mr. George Thoms said hothing to imply that any 


such commitment en he visited Israel in 
early November 1969. During the speech which he 
delivered at Dinner in Tel Aviv on 

4 November (of /which the Department have now sent 


you a text), he expressed our \support for Israel in 





the following 


\ 
\ 


erms:- 
"We of course support Israel's right to 
national “ival, and not merely that but her 
right to live as a nation state within secure 
and recognised borders. As the Foreign 


/Secretary 





Secretary has said several times, notably in 
the House of Commons on June 17, we will not 


agree to do anything which jeopardises Israel's 


__ lel 

We do not quite understand the meaning of the 
second passage we have marked, But we think it 
important to avoid giving the impression in public 
that we are ready to collaborate with the Israelis 
in assessing the extent and importance of the 
Soviet military presence in the U.A.R. We are not 
happy about the third passage we have marked because 
it is not true that we have “pleaded with Israeli 
Ministers to stop the deep raids". 
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Geoffrey Artimr is away, I ax answering your 
y about the interview 
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look at the transcript which 
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you letter. We think it important 
that four passages should be deleted. are those 
we have sidelined and placed in on 
pages 1, 3 and 5 of the * 

3. We think it particularly important thet the first 
and fourth of these passages should not be published. 
There is no British commitment, overt or secret, to go to 
the militery assistance of Israel. Mr. ee 

said no to imply that such existed 
when he visited Ierael in ear. During 
the speech which he delivered at the Balfour Day Dinner 
Tel Aviv on 1 November (of which now 
sent you a text), he expressed our support for Israel in 
the following terns:- 


has said several tines, no ae ae 
Commons on June, we will no anything 
ferael’s securi oe” 
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5. We do not quite understand the of the second 
we - But we think it to avoid 
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giving the impression in public that we are ready to collaborate 
with the Israelis in as the extent end importance of 
the Soviet mili presence the UeA-Re We are not 

we have marked because it is 


happy about the 
not true that we have "ple with Israeli Ministers to 


stop the deep raids. 


* (P.T. Hayman) 





